
US 50 Corridor East
Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Public Hearings
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Tonightôs Format

Å 5:00 pm - Open house ðAsk questions to team members

Å 5:30 pm - Brief presentation by CDOT

Å 6:00 pm - Public Hearing begins

ü 3 minutes at microphone to give comments

Å Other ways to give comments

ü Comment forms ðfill out here or take home and mail to the 

address on the form by July 29, 2016

ü Verbally give comments to court reporter privately after the 

public hearing

ü Use email (US50East@atkinsglobal.com) or telephone 

(1-303-209-2324 ) to submit comments
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Project History

Å Corridor-wide vision, documented 

in A Corridor Selection Study: A 

Plan for US 50, was developed in 

2000 to improve safety and 

mobility along the corridor

Å The study recommended a NEPA 

study in the form of a Tier 1 EIS

Å The Tier 1 EIS process began in 

2006
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Tier 1 EIS Schedule
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Why a Tiered EIS Process?

Å Uncertainty over the amount and timing of future federal and 

state funding

Å Provides a better understanding of the long -term 

consequences (both positive and negative) of corridor -wide 

improvements

Å Mitigation strategies can be developed on a corridor -wide 

basis to maximize financial investment

Å Provides decisions that CDOT and the communities can use to 

plan and program future improvements
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About US 50 

Å Coast-to-coast highway

Å Serves local, regional, 

and national 

transportation needs

Å Links major 

transportation routes 

(I-25 and US 287)

Å Serves as Main Street 

for 9 communities in 

Colorado east of Pueblo
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US 50 Tier 1 EIS

Å Project Study Area:

ü 150 miles long

ü 1 to 4 miles wide

ü East Pueblo to the vicinity of the CO -KS state line

ü Excludes US 287/US 50 reliever route at Lamar
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Project Purpose

Å The purpose for undertaking 

transportation improvements in 

the US 50 corridor between Pueblo 

and the vicinity of the Kansas state 

line is to:

ü Improve safety

ü Improve mobility for local, 

regional, and long-distance 

users of US 50
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Project Need

Å The need for improvements on US 50 

results from the combined effects of 

multiple safety and mobility 

problems, which include: 

ü Conflicting needs of local, 

regional, and long-distance users

ü Limited passing opportunities

ü Numerous uncontrolled access 

points

ü Frequent changes in design 

characteristics

ü Inadequate clear zones
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Alternatives Screening

Å Regional Corridor Location

ü North

ü Existing

ü South Options

Å Transportation Mode

ü Rail

ü Bus

ü Carpooling/ 

Transportation System 

Management

ü Highway
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Å Facility Type

ü Two-Lane Highway with Passing 

Lanes (Partial Rebuild)

ü Two-Lane Highway with Passing 

Lanes (Total Rebuild)

ü Four-Lane Highway (Partial 

Rebuild) 

ü Four-Lane Rural Expressway 

(Total Rebuild)

ü Four-Lane Freeway (Total 

Rebuild)

Å Through-Town Corridor

Å Around-Town Corridor 



Alternatives Evaluated

Å No-Build Alternative 

Å Build Alternatives

ü A four-lane expressway on or near the existing US 50 

alignment going around each community

ü At least two Build Alternatives propose realigning US 50 

around each community
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Identified Preferred Alternative

Å The identification of a 

Preferred Alternative 

considered effects to three 

environmental categories: 

ü Rural and Agriculture

ü Natural

ü Community and Built

Å The analysis identified the 

Preferred Alternative as one 

around-town alternative for 

each project corridor section, 

except in Fowler and Swink
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